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égislators on the Commission, questioned
qes M. Stetler, a vice president of the
Amegican Express Company, and Kenneth
&1, a senior vice president of the Bank

f of Amyrica.

ACCOMPANIED BY SUBPOENA

&{ler told the Commission which is
operating ¥nder a Congressional mandate to
look Into axtual or potential Invasions of
individual pXvacy, that American Express
does require ¥he Internal Revenue Service
and other govedamenital agencles to produce
& subpoena befoke agreeing to turn over a

The American ExNress official said requests
from private lawyers
panied by a subpoens)\ including-those “in-
volved in matrimonial\problems.” .

“Have there been occdsions when the In-
ternal Revenue Service h}s gotten informa-
tion from American Exp¥ess without the
company informing the accdunt?” asked Mr.
Koch. :

The question was flelded bX Gary Beller,
an assistant general counsel for\the company
who accompanied Mr. Stetler.

“We don’t have the practice o notitying
the account,” he told the Manhattdp Demo-
crat, and added “I guess the compyny has
taken the position if notification is rey uired,
either the court would notify (the &
ual),” or the “regulations” would reoN:
the LR.S. itself to provide notification.

“As an attorney you know that’s not 50
Mr. Koch rejoined. .

“No, but there have been a number of
cases where people have been informed, even
though it's not required,” Mr. Beller said.

He also saild that American Express had
“no fiduciary responsibility” to notify its
cllents when a subpena was out. Mr. Koch
suggested customers would not have time
to move to quash a subpoena if they were
not warned of its existence.

Mr. Beller also told the hearing which was
held at 26 Federal Plaza, that he as “an
attorney could see us getting involved in a
1ot of motions to quash’ if American Express
followed the same-policy as the Bank of
America.

As explained to the commission by Ken-

. neth Larken and Susan Hedemann, an asso-

clate general counsel, the Bank of America
policy is to regularly notify both by - tele-
phone and in writing, a customer whose
records are being sought by the LR.S. or law
enforcement agencies,

Miss Hederman told the * * ¢ that two
California court cases, one of them decided
last December, made it mandatory for the
bank and other financlal institutions to
notify customers if their records had been
subpoenaed in civii cases. .

REASON FOR DIFFERENCE

State law aside, one major reason for the
difference in policy between the two credit
card companies may lie in the fact the Bank
of America is a bank, whereas American Ex-
press is not.

‘The common law has long put the burden
of confidentiality on bank records, but is not
50 clearly defined in the case of nonbank
financial institutions such as American
Express.

David F. Linowes, chairman of the Com-
mission, said there had been thus far “no
demonstration” of widespread abuses of con-
fidentlal information in the credit card
industry.

Other witnesses who testified yesterday In-
cluded Dee W. Hock Jr., president of National
BankAmericard Inc.; John Reynalds, presi-
dent of the Interbank Card Association; and
Jeremiah S. Gutman, an attorney for the
American Civil Liberties Union.

Mr. Linowes said, however, that there was
the “potential” for such abuse, and added
that in his view “a lot of power was con-
centrated in very few hands.” -

The hearing Is scheduled to resume today
at 10 a.m. h

. [From the Washington Post, Feb, 13, 1976}
BELL SYSTEM, ARCO GAVE CREDIT DATA
(By Nancy L. Ross)

NEw Yorxg, February 12.—Telephone and
gasoline credit card records Aare being turned
over to the FBI without a court order or the
customer’s knowledge, a government investi-
gation of privacy invasions was told today. It
also learned of a credit bureau that sold in-
formation on its subjects back to them on
the pretext of protecting them against un-
limited access to their files.

On the second day of testimony before the
Privacy Protection Study Commission, Wil-
liam Caming, an attorney for American Tele-
phone & Telegraph Co., said the Bell System
has tightened its dissemination of credit data
in the past two years and no longer discloses
unsubpoenaed records—except in certain
cases,

Under questioning by a commission mem-
ber, Rep. Edward I. Koch (D-N.Y.), Caming
sald that a personal request from the FBI di-
rector, his assistant or a congressional com-
mittee conducting a formal Investigation
was sufficient for AT&T to produce records of
long-distance calls, and in some cases the
hames of both parties involved in a collect
call, This information also would be pro-
duced in cases of national security, Caming
said.

Koch demanded to know ‘why AT&T did
not require everyone-—including the-FBI di-

ector—to obtain a court order and let a
Jxdge decided whether to give out data with-
ouX telling the eard-holder, Caming replied it
mighkt not be in society’s best interest to do
50 begause it might hinder law enforcement.,
He spoXe of 4 delicate balance between “con-
sideratidus for customers and considerations

and said it was up to Congress—
not AT&TXto decide to which side the scales
should tip. §aming compared the magnitude
of deciding 6n the toll-call information to
deciding on wiketapping.

In virtually ng situation is an FBI request
revealed to the cayd-holder. Theoretically the
company will tell 3he customer after 90 days,
unless the FBI or R{ther official investigator
objects, but only if Yhe customer asks who
has been seeking infoxmation sabout him. In
past practice, the cultomer.almost never
found out.

Koch won a promise fkom Caming to in-
form anyone who suspects
phone récords might have\ been requested
by the government. The company also
promised to furnish such infolmation in the
future, subject to the 90-day rule. Interested
parties need only inquire at thelx local tele-
phone business office. Caming sall later he
expected an “avalanche” of inquiries.

Atlantic Richfield Co.’s retail credit man-
ager, Rudolph J. Megaro, declined to dve an
assurance that his firm would comply\with
such requests, although he agreed ‘“phildgo~
phically” that ARCO customers should hake
the right to know who is looking into thei
charge records.

Megaro told the commission ARCO had
received 550 requests in 1975 from federal,
state ‘and local law enforcements agencles
to provide information on customer’s ac-
counts. While about 500 of these dealt with
stolen or lost credit cards, others concerned

mail fraud or civil or eriminal cases, he said.

Some of ARCO’s requests were from the
Internal Revenue Service, the FBI, the Fed-
eral Energy Administration and various
courts :

Megaro said that ARCO did not supply in-
formation on its customers’ accounts to other
credit card companies or credit reporting
bureaus. With a little prodding from Koch,
Megaro admitted he felt, “queasy” about sup-
plying information to the FBI and the IRS

at his past tele- '
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especially without telling the customer. He
said Industry would be more co: ble
with “guldelines,” but opposed - ng
privacy regulations now in effect for t fed-

eral government to private industry, mainly
because of the cost.

Support for extending the privacy rules
beyond government came from Rep. Bella S.
Abzug (D-N.Y.) ), Who chaired the congres-
slonal subcommittee that oversees the pri-
vacy act. Abzug told how a credit bureayq in
Nashua, N.H., tried to “ransom” credit files
by selling them back to the subjects,

The bureau told the subjects it had copies
of personal financial information for sale
for $7.50, she said. The letter continued, “We
have decided to give you a chance to obtain
sole possession of your complete file before
it becomes part of a large computerized data
bank, which may allow unlimited access by
thousands of people.”

——
ADDITIONATL COSPONSORS OF BIL,
AND RESOLUTIONS .

S. 3

At the request of Mr. Kennepy, the
Senator from Washington (Mr. JACKSON)
was added as a cosponsor of S. 3. a bill to
create a national system of health
security.

8. 2402

At the request of Mr. Fong, the Senator
from Tennessee (Mr. BrRocK) was added
as a cosponsor of S. 2402, a bill to amend
section 37 of the Internal Revenue Code
of 1954 to make the tax treatment of re-
tirement income comparable to that of
social security income.

S. 2060

At the request of Mr. HUMPHRZ.\G
Senator from Idaho (Mr. Crurca) and
the Senator from Colorado (Mr. Hag-
KELL) were added as cosponsors of S.
2960, a bill to provide for quarterly ad-
justments in the support price for milk,
and for other purposes.

S. 3004

At the request of Mr. HumpHREY, the
Senator from Iowa (Mr. CLARK), the
Senator from Missouri (Mr. SYMINGTON) ,
and the Senator from Wyoming (Mr.
McGeE) were added .as cosponsors of S,
3004, a bill to establish a National Com-
mission on Food Costs and Pricing to ap-
praise the food marketing industry.

S. RES. 319

At the request of Mr. CurTis, the Sena-
tor from New Jersey (Mr. WiLL1ams) and
the Senator from Wisconsin (Mr. NEL-
SoN) were added as cosponsors of Senate
Resolution 319, relating to the occupa-
tion of certain Baltic Nations by the So-
viet Union.

SENATE RESOLUTION 400—SUBMIS-
SION OF A RESOLUTION TO ES-
TABLISH A STANDING COMMIT-
TEE OF THE SENATE ON INTELLI-
GENCE ACTIVITIES

(Referred to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Operations.)

(Referred to the Committee on Rules
and Administration.)

Mr. MANSFIELD (for Mr. Ris ¥,
for himself, Mr. CHURCH, MT. PERCQ:‘;
BakEr, Mr. BROCK, MTr. CHILES, &
GLENN, Mr, Javirs, Mr. MONDALE, MTr,

NunN, Mr. RoTe, Mr. SCHWEIKER, MY,

WEICKER, Mr. MoRGaN, and Mr., Hup~
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‘standard of confidentiality that every

n is entitled to expect in regard
to onal financial transactions. It is
a standard which can be -easily adopted,
effectively administered, without serious
commercial complications. I urge prompt
action on this measure. :

T ask unanimous consent that this bill
be printed in the Recorp, together with
news articles detailing the abuses dis-
closed by the Privacy Commission.

There being no objection, the bill and
article were ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

8. 8057

Be it enacted by the Senate and House
of Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That (a)
chapter 2 of the Truth in Lending Act is
amended by adding at the end thereof the
following new section:
©§ 136. Confldentiality

“(a) Except as provided in subsection (b),
a card issuer may not provide any records
or information relating to a cardholder’s use

without the consent of the cardholder.

“(b) A card issuer may not provide any
records or information relating to a card-
holder’s use of that issuer’s credit card to
any third party in response to a subpensa
unless the card issuer notifies the cardhrolder
of the receipt of the subpena.

“(c) A communication between a card
issuer and a person who has agreed to honor
that' issuer’s card to validate the existence
of a credit card account or to determine
the balance of an account does not violate
this section.”

The analysis of such chapter ia
a) d by adding at the end thereof the
fo. ng new,item:
“135. Confidentiality.”.

[From the Washington Post, Feb. 12, 1976}

CREDIT PRIVACY INVADED—DATA YIELDED By
AMERICAN Express Co.
(By Nancy Ross)

NEw YORE, February ll.—American Ex-
press, which has more than 6 million credit
card holders around the world, revealed to-
day that it routinely supplies information
about its customers’ finances to government
agencies and even to private attorneys. More-
over, 1t declines to notify its card holders who
is investigating them.

‘mxecutives of the American Express Co.

" testified today at a hearing on the cred
card industry, and related fields, held by the
Privacy Protection Study Commission. ¥
body was appointed jointly by the execy
and legislative branches in June 1975 to
determine whether the provisions ¢f 1974
privacy act should extend to the priyate sec-
tor. The act requires all federal agencles to
disclose to the individual concerngd what in-
formation it may have on him oy her and to
prevent that information fro being used
for purposes other than thal/ for which 1t

» was collected.

James M. Stetler, vice pyésident for mar-
of the credit
sistant  general
clared that Amer-

division,

counsel Gary Beller
ican Express recei several hundred
subpoenas Or CO orders a year to
furnish informatiof to the Justice Depart-
ment, the Interna) Revenue Service, the Im=
migration Servi the Drug Enforcement
Agency or privgte atttorneys In matrimonial

lon provided by American Ex-
o a cardholder’s transactions.
Pr this, Aor example, an interested party
could de#rmine if an individual spent th
night a certain hotel or spent a lot o
money in a glven store on particular mer-
chandise.

The fact of the investigation is not re-

vealed to cardholder by the company which
takes the position that the government
agency or other investigator should inform
thé individual. Some clients, however, ap-
parently do get wind of investigations and
demand angrily te know why American Ex-
press is releasing such information. When
asked by Rep. Edward Koch (D-N.Y.) wheth-
er the giving of such information violated
the company’s fiduciary relations to its cus-
tomers, the witnesses replied their primary
obligation was to obey the la.w—-ansyer the
subpoenas.
- "Koch pressured further and asked whether
the company would be willing to inform cus-
tomers in advance of such investigations be-~
fore giving up the evidence, Beller replied,
“I can see us getting involved In motions to
quash subpoenas. This would add to the cost
of our operations.”

American Express also requests customers’
Social Securlty numbers, although officials
could think of no valld reason for so doing
except as proof in fraud cases.

Beller testified that foreign governments—
France was the only one he named-—have

- occasionally sought Amerlcan Express,rec-
of that issuer’s credit card to & third party

ords to discover if their citizens have.vig
iated foreign currency regulations.

[From U.S. News & World Report, Feb.
1976]
CREDIT CARDS: GROWING CONCERN OYER YOUR
Privacy !

New Yorx Crry.—New disclosyres here are
fueling suspicions of millions hat their pri-
vate credit-card datd may nof be so private,
after all. : .

Officials of some of thg nation’s largest
credit-card concerns told/a federal commis-
sion that tax Investigatgrs, law-enforcement
authorities and other/a of the Govern-
ment have been abld to get hold of credit

&ithout the knowledge of

The company
disclosures are few and are made in response
to legal orderg.

«Abuse of frivacy is the exception, rather

e,” sald James M. Stetler, a vice
president/f American EXpress Company, one
of the Jfargest credit-card companies. Mr.
Stetler/and other industry officials testified
in heérings held here February 11-13 by
the /0.S. Privacy Protection Study Commis-
siof, set up by the Privacy Act of 1974. The

Znel is looking into how the multi-billion-
dollar industry .safeguards confidential in-
formation. .

The investigation is being conducted with
“an open mind,” said David F. Linowes,
chairman of the Commission. But he warned
that the tralls credit cards leave behind them
could -be dangerous. If such information
should get into the hands of organized crime,
for instance, there could be attempts at
blackmail and other misuse, Mr. Linowes
noted.

PUNCHING A FEW KEYS

Of special concern to the Commission is

.the use of credit-card informafion in com-

puters. Mr. Linowes sald:

“The universality of credit cards means
that information about specific people can
be selected and made available merely by
punching a few keys in a computer. First,
the credit bureaus track down credit-worthi-
ness before cards are 1ssued. Then informa-
tion continues all along the line—what peo-
ple buy, where they travel, where they stay,
the magazines they subscribe to and the res-
ervations they make.

“All of these things get into computer data
banks where a profile of an individual can
be designed. The resulting picture can show
whether an individual is liberal or conserva~
tive, his afluence and habits.”

William Dunkelberg, associate director of
the Credit Research Center at Purdue Uni-
versity, estimated that more than a half bil-
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llon cards for credit, charges or cash
fers are in use in the United Sta
account for at least 120 billion
transactions a year, he sald.

Many businesses in the cred t-card fleld
are disturbed by the Commig#l
gation.

At the hearings here, Spoit
fcan Express conceded thgt under subpoena
the company releases ipformation on card-
holders to the Federal Government and pri-
vate attorneys withoyt informing thelr cus~
tomers. The compgny later announced 1t
will notify cardhblders when records are
subpoenaed. Other companies—BankAmeri-
card, for one—gaid that attempt to notify
their customeis by phone.’

Mr. Stetlep/told of steps taken by American
Express keep information confideatial.
Access to/a customer’s purchasing record is
limited o a few key personnel, he sald. Fur-

e testified, the company changes
week)f the “password” needed by-compuber
opeyators to get access to customer records.

ohn Reynalds, president of Interbank Card
Assoclation, which administers the Master
harge card, and Dee W. Hock, Jr., president
of National BankAmericard, Inc., asserted
that much of the information about the
finahcial condition of their cardholders is
decentralized. Customer records for these two
bank cards, they testified separatley, are kept
at individual banks rathér than in a central
computer.

Industry representatives sald that they do
not keep cardholders’ billlng records over a
long period of time because 1t 1s too costly
to do so. Records are kept only for the month
in which the bill is malled to the customer.

According to the companies, increased

supervision by the Government would add fo
the cost of doing business.
- W. Lee Burge, president of Equifax, Ine.,
an Atlanta company that digs into credit
backgrounds for card distributors, told U.S.
News & World Report that the commission’s
fears are “farfetched in some respects.” Laws
already restrict the gathering of data on
jndividuals, he said. Mr. Burge added:

“Most of the criticism that has come our
way is a lack of understanding of the need
for information in the credit field.”

Adds another spokesman for a popular
credit-card company: “The only thing we are
interested in about an individual is whether
he’s & deadbeat.” .

PLANNING TO PUSH ‘ON

The Commission, however, made clear tha
it intends to pursue its study.

Besides the credit-chrd companies, wit-
nesses at the New York hearings included
representatives of American Telephone &
Telegraph, Atlantic Richfield, retall stores,
airlines and other companies offering credit.

In nearly all cases, they almed to dispel
the concern described by Representative Ed-
ward I. Koch (Dem.), of New York, a member
of the Commission. He declared: “There’s a
gut feeling that lots of people have that their
privacy is not being respected.”

[From the New York Times, Feb. 12, 1976}

POLICIES ON PrIvacy DIFFER IN THE CREDIT-
CARD INDUSTRY
(By Richard Phalon)

The Privacy Protection Study Commission
was told yesterday that the Bank of America
regularly attempts to notify a customer if
Federal or other law enforcement agencies
subpoena his records, while the American
Express Company does not. |

Testimony to that effect came from officials
of both concerns &t the first of a three-day
series of hearings into how the credit card
industry handles and safeguards confidential
information supplied by customers.

The divergent policies followed with the
Internal Revenue Service and other govern-
mental agencies came to light when Repre-
sentative Edward I. Koch, one of the two
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pLESTON) submitted the following reso-
lution:
. S. Res. 400
tion to establish a Standing Commit-
of the Senate on Intelligence Activi-
ties, and for other purposes,

Resolved, That it is the purpose of this
resolution to establish a new standing com-
mittee of the Senate, to be known as the
Committee on Intelligence Activities, to
oversee and make continuing studies of the
intelligence activities and programs of the
United States Government, and to submit to
the Senate appropriate proposals for legisla-
tion concerning such intelligence activities
and programs. In carrying out this purpose,
the Committee on Intelligence Activities
shall make every effort to assure that the
appropriate departments and agencies of the
United States provide informed and timely
intelligence necessary for the executive and
legislative branches to make sound decisions
affecting the security and vital interests of
the Nation. It 1s further the purpose of this
resolution to provide vigilant legisiative
oversight over the intelligence activities of
the United States to assure that such activi-
ties are in conformity with the Constitution
and laws of the United States.

SEec. 2. Rule XXIV of the Standing Rules of
the Senate 1s amended. by adding at the end
thereof a new paragraph as follows:

“3. (a) Six members of the Committee on
Intelligence Activities shall be from the ma-
Jority party of the Senate and five members
shall be from the minority party of the
Senate.

“(b) No Senator may serve on the Com-
miftee on Intelligence Activities' for more
than six years of continuous service, exclu-
sive of service by any Senator on such com-
mittee during the Ninety-fourth Congress.
To the greatest extent practcable, at least
three but not more than.four Members of
the Senate appointed to the Committee on
by igence Actlvities at the beginning of

inety-sixth Congress and each Con-
gress thereafter shall be Members of the Sen-
ate who did not serve on such committee
during the preceding Congress.

“(c) At the beginning of each Congress,
the members of the Committee on Intelli-
gence Activities who are members of the ma-
Jority party of the Senate shall select a
chairman, and the members of such com-
mittee who are from the minority party of
the Senate shall elect a vice chairman. The
vice chalrman shall act in the place and
stead of the chairman in the absence of the
chairman. Neither the chairman nor the vice
chairman of the Committee on Intelligence
Activities shall at the same time serve as
chairman or ranking minority member of any
other committee referred to in paragraph
6(f) of rule XXV of the Standing Rules of
the Senate.”.

SEC. 3. (a) Paragraph 1 of rule XXV of
the Standing Rules of the Senate Is amend-
ed by adding at the end thereof the follow-
ing new subparagraph:

“(s) Committee on Intelligence Activities,
to which commlittee shall be referred all pro-
posed legislation, messages, petitions, me-
morials, and other matters relating to the
following:

“(A) The Central Intelligence Agency and
the Director of Central Intelligence.

“(B) Intelligence activities of all other de-
partments and agencies of the Government,
including, but not limited to, the intelligence
activities of the Defense Intelligence Agency,
the National Security Agency and other agen-
cies of the Department of Defense; the De-
partment of State; the Department of Jus-
tice; and the Department of the Treasury.

= (C) The organization or reorganization of

epartment or agency of the Govern-
I to the extent that the organization or
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reorganization relates to a function or ac-
tivity involving intelligence activities.

“(D) Authorizations for appropriations for
the following: '

“(1) The Central Intelligence Agency.

“(ii) The Defense Intelligence Agency.

*(ili) The National Security Agency.

“(iv) The intelligence activities of other
agencies and subdivisions of the Department
of Defense. .

“(v) The intelligence activities of the De-
partment of State.

*“{vi) The Iintelligence activities of the
Federal Bureau -of Investigation, including
all activities of the Intelligence Division.

‘“(vil) Any department, agency, or sub-
division which is the successor to any agency
named in item (1), (i), or (ili); and the
activities of any department, agency; or sub-
division which is the successor to any de-
partment or bureau named in item (iv), (v),
or (vi) to the extent thaet the activities of
such successor department, agency, or subdi-
vision are activities described in item (iv),
(v),or(vi).”

(b) Paragraph 3 of rule XXV of the Stand-
ing Rules of the Senate is amended by insert-
ing:

“Intelligence Activities
immediately below

“District of Columbia.

(¢) (1) Subparagraph (d) -of paragraph 1
of rule XXV of the Standing Rules of the
Senate is amended by inserting *(except mat-
ters specified in subparagraph (s))” imme-
diately after the word “matters” in the lan-
guage preceding item 1.

(2) Subparagraph (i) of paragraph 1 of
such rule is amended by inserting *(except

.matters specified in subparagraph (s))” im-

mediately after the word “matters” in the
language preceding item 1.

(3) Subparagraph () (1) of paragraph 1
of such rule is amended by inserting *(ex-
cept matters specified In subparagraph (s))”
immediately after the word “matters” in the
language preceding item (A).

(4) Subparagraph (1) of paragraph 1 of
such rule is amended by inserting *(except
matters specified in subparagraph (s))” im-
mediately after the word “matters” in the
language preceding item 1.

SEC. 4. (a) The Committee on Intelligence
Activities of the Senate, for the purposes of
accountability to the Senate, shall: make
regular and periodic reports to the Senate
on the nature and extent of the intelligence
activities of the various departments and
agencies of the United States. Such commit-
tee shall promptly call to the attention of
the Senate or to any other appropriate com-
mittee or committees of the Senate any mat-
ters deemed by the Committee on Intelli-
gence Actlvities to require the immediate at-
tention of the Senate or such other commit-
tee or committees. In making such reports,
the committee shall proceed in a manner con-
sistent with paragraph 7(c)(2) to protect
national security. . :

- (b) The Committee on Intelligence Ac-
tivities of the Senate shall obtaln an annual
report from the Director of the Central In-
telligence Agency, the Secretary of Defense,
the Secretary of State, and the Director of
the Federal Bureau of Investigation. Such
report shall review the intelligence activities
of the agency or department concerned and
the intelligence activities of foreign coun-
tries directed at the United States or its in-
terests. Such report shall be unclassified and
shall be made savailable to the public by the
Committee on Intelligence Activities. Noth-
ing herein shall be construed as requiring
the disclosure in such reports of the names
of individuals engaged in Intelligence activi~
ties for the United States or the sources of
information on which such reports are baséd.
Skc. 6. (a) No person may be employed as

S 2533

a professional staff member of the Commit-
tee on Intelflgence Activities of the Senate _

‘or be engaged by contract or otherwise

perform professional services for or at ¢
request of such committee for a perl
totaling more than six years.

(b) No employee of such committee or any
person engaged by contract or otherwise to
perform services for or at the request.of
such committee shall be given access to any
classified information by such committee un-
less such employee or person has (1) agreed
in writing to be bound by the rules of the
Senate and of such committee as to the se-
curity of such information during and after
the period of his employment or contractual
agreement with such committee; and (2) re-
celved an appropriate security clearance as
determined by such commlittee in consulta-
tion with the Director of Central Intelligence.
The t7pe of security clearance to be required
in the case of any such employee or person
shall, within the determination of such com-
mittee in consultation with the Director of
Central Intelligence, be commensurate with
the sensitivity of the classified information
to which such employee or person will be
given access by such committee. '

SEc. 6. The Committee ‘on Intelligence Ac-
tivitles of the Sensate shall formulate and
carry out such rules and procedures as it
deems necessary to prevent the disclosure,
withou?t the consent of the person or persons
concerned, of information in the possession
of such committee which unduly infringes
upon, the privacy or which violates the consti-
tutional rights of such person or persons.
Nothing herein shall be construed to preveht
such committee from publicly disclosing any
such information in any case in which such

- committee determines the national Interest

in the disclosure of such information clearly
outweighs any infringement on the privacy
of any person or persons.

SEC. 7. (a) The Committee on Intelligen
Activities of the Senate may, subject to the
provisions of this section, disclose publicly
any information in the possession of such
committee after a determination by such
committee that the public interest would be
served by such disclosure. Whenever commit-
tee action Is required to disclose any infor-
mation under this section, the committee
shall meet to vote on the matter within five
days after any member of the committee re-
guests such a vote.

(b) (1) In any case in which the Commit-
tee on Intelligence Activities of the Senate

"votes to disclose publicly any information

submitted to 1t by the executive branch
which the executive branch requests be kept
secret, such committee shall notify the Pres-
ident of such vote. .

(2y The committee may disclose publicly
such information after the expiration of a
five~-day period following the day on which
notice of such vote is transmitted to the
President, unless, prior to the expiration of

‘such five-day period, the President notifies

the committee that he objects to the dis-
closure of such information, provides his-
reasons therefor, .and certifies that the
threat to the national interest of the United
States posed by such disclosure s vital and
outweighs any public interest in the disclo-~
sure. .

(3) The Committee on Intelligence Activ-
ities may disclose publicly such information
at any time after the expiration of three days
following the day on which it receives an
objection from the President pursuant to
paragraph (2), unless, prior to the expira-
tion of such three days, three or more mem-
bers of such committee file & request In writ-
ing with the chairman of the committee th:
the question of public disclosure of su

_infoirmation be referred to the Senate fo:

decision.
(4) In any case in which the Committee
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on Intelligence Activities votes not to dis-
_close publicly any information submitted to
by the executive branch which the execu~
ve branch requests be kept secret, such
nformation shall not be publicly disclosed
unless three or more members of such com=
mittee file, within three days after the vote
of such committee disapproving the public
disclosure of such information, a request in
writing with the chairman of such committee
that the question of public disclosure of such
information be referred to the Senate for
decision, and public disclosure of such in-
formation is thereafter authorized as pro-
vided in paragraph (5) or (6).

(5) Whenever three or members of the
Committee on Intelligence Activities file a
request with the chairman of such commit-
tee pursuant to paragraph (3) or (4), the
chairman shall, not later than the first day
on which the Senate is in session following
the day on which the request is filed, report
the matter to the Senate for its consid-
eration.

(6) One hour after the Senate convenes
on the first day on which the Senate is in
session following the day on which any such
matter is reported to the Senate, the Sen-
ate shall go into closed session and the
matter shall be the pending business., In
considering the matter in closed session the
Senate may-—

(A) approve the public disclosure of the
information in question; in which case the
committee shall publicly disclose such in-
formatien. R

(B) disappreve the public disclosure of
the information in question, in which case
the committee shall not publicly disclose
such information,or .

(C) refer the matter back to the commit-
tee, in which case the committee shall make
the final determination with respect to the
ublic disclosure of the information in
‘uestion.

“Upon conclusion of the consideration of
such matter in closed session, which may
not extend beyond the close of the fifth day
following the day on which such matter was
reported to the Senate, the Senate shall im-
mediately vote on the disposition of such
matter in open session, without debate, and
without divulging the information with re-
spect to which the vote is being taken. The
Senate shall vote to dispose of such matter
by the means specified in clauses (4), (B),
and (C) of the second sentence of this
paragraph. ]

- (¢) (1) No classified information in the
possession of the Committee on Intelligence
Activities relating to the lawful intelligence
activities of any department or agency of
the. United States which the commitiee or
the Senate, pursuant to subsections (a) or
(b) of this section, has determined should
not be disclosed shall be made available to
any person by a Member, officer, or employee
of the Senate except in a closed session of
the Senate or as provided in paragraph (2).

(2)- The Committee on Intelligence Activi-
ties, or any member of such committee, may,
under such regulations as the committee
shall prescribe to protect the confidentiality
of such information, make any information
described in paragraph (1) available to any
other committee or any other Member of the
Senate. Whenever the Committee on Intelll-
gence Activities, or any member of such
committee, makes such information avail-
able, the committee shall keep a written
record showing; in the case of any particular
information, which committee or which
Members of the Senate recelved such infor=-
mation. No Member of the Senate who, and

o committee, which, recelves any informa-
‘ii_‘on under this subsection, shall make the

formation avallable to any other person,
except that a Senator may make such in-~
formation available either in a closed ses-
slon of the Senate, or to another Member
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of the Senate; however, a Senator who com=-
municates such informatton to another Sen-
ator not a member of the commitiee shall
promptly inform the Committee on Intelli-
gence.Activities.

(d) The Select Committee on Standards
and Conduct may investigate any alleged
disclosuré of intelligence information by a
Member, officer, or employee of the Senate
in violation of subsection (c). At the request
of five of the members of the Committee on
Intelligence Activities or sixteen Members
of the Senate, the Select Committee on
Standards and Conduct shall investigate any
such alleged disclosure of intelligence infor-
mation and report its findings and recom-
mendations to the Senate.

(e) Upon the request of any person who
is subject to any such investigation, the
Select Committee on Standards and Conduct
shall release to such individual at the con-
clusion of its investigation a summary of its
investigation together with 1ts findings. If,
at the conclusion of its investigation, the
Select Committee on Standards and Con-
‘duct determines that there has been a sig-
nificant breach of confidentiality or unau-
thorized disclosure by a Member, officer, or
employee of the Senate, it shall report its
findings to the Senate and recommend ap-~
propriate action such as censure, removal
from committee membership, or expulsion
from the Senate, in the case of Member, or
removal from office or employment, in the
case of an officer or employee.

Sec. 8. The Committee on Intelligence Ac-
tivities of the Senate is authorized to permit
any personal representative of. the President,
designated by the President to serve as a
Haison to such committee, to attend any
closed meeting of such committee.

See. 9. Upon expiration ef the Select Com-
mittee en Governmental Operations With
Respect to Intelligence Actiwities, established
by 8. Res. 21, Ninety-fourth Congress, all
records, files, documents, and other mate-
rials in the possession, custedy, or control of
such cemmittes, under appropriate comdil-
tions established by it, shall be transferred
to the Committee on Intelligence Activities.

Src. 10. (a) It is the sense of the Senate
that the head of each department and agen-
cy of the United States should keep the
Committee on Intelligence Activities of the
Senate fully and currently informed with
respect to intelligence aetivities, including
any significant anticipated activities, which
are the responsibility of or engaged in by
such department or agency.

(b) It 1s the sense of the Senate that the
head of any department or agency of the
United States involved In any intelligence
activities should furnish any information or
document in the possession, custody, or con-
trol of the department or agency, or witness
in its employ, whenever requested by the
Committee on Intelligence Activities of the
Senate with respect to any matter within
such committee’s jurisdiction.

(c) It 1s the sense of the Senate that each
department and agency of the United States
should report immediately upon discovery to
the Committee on Intelligence Activities .of
the Senate any and all intelligence activities
which constitute violations of the constitu-
tional rights of any person, violations of law,
or violations of Executive orders, Presidential
directives, or departmental or agency rules
or regulations; each department and agency
should further report to such committee
what actions have been taken or are expected
to be taken by the departments or agencies
with respect to such violations.

Sec. 11, It shall not be in order in the
Senate to consider any bill or resolution, or
amendment thereto, or conference report
thereon, which appropriates funds for any
fiscal year beginning after September 80,
1976, to, or for the use of, any department
or agency of the United States to carry out
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any of the following activities, unless such
funds have been previously authorized by
law to carry out such activity for such fiscal
year—

(1) -The activities of the Central IL
gence Agency,

(2) The activities of the Defense—Inten‘x-
gence Agency.

(8) The activities of the National Security
Agency.

(4) The Iintelligence a.ctivmes of other
agencies and subdivisions of t.he Department
of Defense.

(5) The intelligence activitles of the De-
partment of State.

(6) The intelligence activities of the
Fedetal Bureau of Investigation, including
all activities of the Intelligence Division.

Sec. 12. (a) The Committee on Inteiligence
Activities shall make a study with respect to
the following matters, taking into considera-
tion with respect to each such matter, all
relevant aspects of the effectiveness on plan-~
ning, gathering, use, security, and dissemina-
tion of intelligence—

(1) the quality of the analytical capabil-
ities .of United States forelgn intelligence
agencles and means for integrating more
closely analytical Intelligence and policy
formulation;

(2) the extent and nature of the authority
of the departments and agencies of the execu-~
tive branch to engage in intelligence activ-
ities and the desirability of developing char-
ters for each intelligence agency or depart-
ment;

(3) the organization of intelligence activ-
ities in the executive branch to maximize
the effectiveness of the conduct, oversight,
and accountability of intelligence activities;
to reduce duplcation or overlap; and to im-
prove the morale of the personnel of the
foreign intelligene agencies;

(4) the conduct of covert and clandestine
activities and the procedures by which Con-
gress is informed of such activities; gl

(5) the desirabiiity of changing an ,
Senate rule or procedure, or any Exec e
order, rule, or yegulation to improve the
protection of intelligence secrets and pro-
vide for disclosure of information for which
there Is no compelling reason for secrecy;

(6) the desirabllity of establishing a joint
committee of the Senate and the House of
Representatives on intelligence activities in
lieu of having separate committees in each
House of Congress, or of establishing proce-
dures under which separate committees on
intelligence activities of the two Houses of
Congress would receive joint briefings from
the intelligence agencies and coordinate their
policies with respect to.fhe safeguarding of
sensitive intelligence information;

(7) the authorization of funds for the
intelligence activities of the government and
whether disclosure of any of the amounts of
such funds is in the public interest; and

(8) the development of a uniform set of
definitions for terms to be used in policies
or guidelines which may be adopted by the
executive or legislative branches to govern,
clarify, and strengthen the operation of in-
telligence activities.

(b) The Committee on Intelligence Ac-
tivities of the Senate shall report the results
of the study provided for under subsection
(a) to the Senate, together with any recom-
mendations for legislative or other actions
it deems appropriate, no later than July 1,
1977, and from time to time thereafter as it
deems appropriate.

Sec. 13. (a) As used in this resolution, the
term ‘“intelligence activities” includes (1)
the collection, analysis, production, dissemi-
nation, or use of information which relates
to any foreign country, or any government,
political group, party, military force, Cad
ment, or otker assoclation In such f&
country, and which relates to the de h
foreign policy, national security, or related
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policies of the Untted States, and other ac-
tivity which is in support of such activities;
(2) activities taken to counter similar ac-
tiil‘ties directed agalnst the United States; .

overt or clandestine activities affecting

elations of the United States with any
foreign government, political group, party,
military force, movement or other associa-
tion; (4) the.collection, analysis, produc-
tion, dissemination, or use of information
about activities of persons within the United
States, its territories and possessions, or na-
tionals of the United States abroad whose
political and related activities pose, or may
be considered by any department, agency,
bureau, office, division, instrumentality, or
employee of the United States to pose, a
threat to the internal security of the United
States, and covert or clandestine activities
directed against such persons. Such term
does not include tactical foreign mllitary
intelligence serving no national policymak-
ing function. .

(b) As used In this resolution, the term
“department or agency” includes any orga~
nization, committee, council, establishment,
or office within the Federal Government.

(¢) For purposes of this resolution, refer-
ence to any department, agency, bureau, or
subdivision shall include a reference to any
successor department, agency, bureau, or
subdivision to the extent that such succes-

sor engages in intelligence activities now |

conducted by the department, agency, bu~
reau, or subdivision referred to in this res-
olution. :

SEc. 14. Nothing in this resolution shall be
construed as constituting acquiescence by
the Senate In any practice, or in the conduct
of any activity, not otherwise authorized by
law.

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I am grati-
fied by the opportunity to cosponsor the
Senate resolution submitted today to
establish a Standing Committee on In-

ence Activities, and I commend the
’ral members of the Government
rations Committee and the Select
Committee on Intelligence Activities
which have participated in this endeavor.

As may be recalled, I declined to co-
sponsor S. 2893, the Intelligence Over-
sight Act introduced by my distinguished
colleague from Idaho (Mr. CHURCH) and
other members of the select committee,
because I strongly objected to two pro-
visions of that bill. Specifically, I op-
posed the provisions requiring prior no-
tice of covert or clandestine operations
as a condition precedent to executive ac-
tion, and allowing declassification of
executive documentation over the ob-
jection of the President by a majority
vote of an individual Senate committee.
Consequently, I am pleased that the Gov-
ernment Operations Committee deleted
the prior notice requirement in this res-
olution, while retaining the stricture that
the new oversight committee be “fully
and currently informed.” In my opin-
ion, the former requirement was fraught
with practical and constitutional dif-
ficulty, and prevented my cosponsorship
of the so-called Church committee bill,
notwithstanding my active support for
congressional oversight legislation and
my participation in the drafting of that
bill.

I remain concerned about the provi-
sions for disclosure of classified infor-
mation over the objection of the Presi-
dent as are contained in section 7 of this
1 tion which I am today cosponsor-

i s I indicated in my testimony be-
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fore the Government Operations Com-
mittee, and In subsequent communica-
tion with Senator Percy, I believe that
such disclosure over Presidential objec-
tion should occur only by a majority vote
of the full Senate, at the very least, and
preferably by concurrent resolution of
the two Houses of Congress. After all, it
is the aggregation of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Senate that con-
stitute the coordinate branch of Govern~
ment; and I believe that it would be con-
stitutionally more appropriate for the
full Congress to overrule a determina-
tion of confidentiality by the President.
'o the extent that this resolution pro-
vides for disclosure by the proposed new
committee, unless three Members there-
of object in writing, or disclosure by the
committee upon referral by the Senate,
I am in disagreement; and I wish to
apprise my colleagues that, should these
provisions reach the floor of the Sen-
ate unaltered, I will attempt to amend
the resolution to prohibit disclosure of
confidential information over Presiden-
tial objection unless such disclosure is
authorized by concurrent resolution of
the House and Senate.
Other than this remaining objection, I
think that this resolution is an appropri-~

ate and timely vehicle for enhancing and-

elaborating congressional oversight of the
U.S. intelligence effort. Such proposals
have been before the Congress for over
20 years, and I congratulate the Govern-
ment Operations Committee for its

thoughtful and intensive hearings and

for its wisdom in reporting this resolution
to the Senate. I look forward to further
consideration of this proposal and to the
views and alternative proposals of my
.colleagues.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that a letter from me to the dis-
tinguished ranking member of the Gov-
ernment Operations Committee (Mr.
PERCY) in response to his request for my
specific views of S. 2893 be printed in the

* RECORD.

There being no objection, the letter was
ordered to be printed in the REcoRD, as
follows:

FEBRUARY 17, 1976.
Hon. CHARLES H, PERCY,
Committee on Government Operations,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR PERCY: I am pleased to fur-
ther elaborate my views of intelligence over-
sight legislation currently before the Govern-
ment Operations Committee and, specifically,
of 3. 2893, the bill introduced by Senator
Church and seven other members of the Sen-
ate Select Commitiee on Intelligence Activi-
ties.

As I indicated both during the delibera-
tions of the Select Committee and on the
floor of the Senate, I eonsider two provisions
of S. 2893 to be highly undesirable. To be
precise, I respectfully recommend to the Gov-
ernment Operations Commlittee that Section
10 be deleted in its entirety and that Sub-
sections (¢) and (d) be stricken from Section
13.

With respect to Section 10, and as I have
stated previously, I do not believe that infor-
mation transmitted from the Executive
Branch to the Congress should be disclosed
publicly, over the objection of the President,
othe than by a majority vote of the full Sen-~
ate, rather than by a determination by a com-
mittee upon referral asIs provided in Section

-
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10. Rather than the adoption of Section 10,
I strongly suggest that Rule XXXVI of the
Standing Rules of the Senate be amended so_
as to clarify that disclosure of classified doc
mentation shall not occur over the obje
tion of the President without leave of the
full Senate, as expressed by an affirmative
vote of the Senate on the issue of disclosure,
I would strike Subsections (¢) and (d)
of Section 13 because those provisions are
fraught with constitutional and practical dif-
ficulty. Notwithstanding my support for ef-
fective and vigorous Congressional oversight
of the intelligence community, and notwith-
standing my belief that the conduct of in~-
telligence activities must become a coopera-
tive undertaking between the coordinate
Branches of Government, I find that the pro-
vision of prior notice to Congress of clandes-
tine operations, as a condition precedent to
such undertakings, is incompatible with the
President’s constitutional powers to conduct
foreign policy and to act as Commander in
Chief. This sense of incompatibility becomes
especially poignant when required prior no-
tice"is coupled with the threat of disclosure,
thereby constituting an effective veto power.
* As I have often stated, the requirement,
provided in Section 13(a), that the oversight
committee be “fully and currently informed”
enjoys the benefit of over 20 years of prece-
dent dating from the passage of the Atomic
Energy Act. This requirement has afforded
the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy timely
and informed notice of sensitive operations
and will provide the new oversight commit-
tee with a sufficient mandate to require in-
formation of the Executive Branch. .
I also am disturbed, albeit less strenuously,
by the provision in Section 5 of S. 2893 stat-
Ang that the current jurisdiction of other
Senate committees shall not be repealed or
diminished by the provisions of that bill. In
my opinion, a new oversight committee can -
be effective only If it is a single-purpose, prij
mary oversight committee which is sole‘
charged with the important business of in
telligence oversight. Furthermore, I sympa-
thize with the complaints of the intelligence
community that the Central Intelligence
Agency currently is required to brief six Con-
gressional subcommittees -on intelligence
matters; and I think that the retention of
dual or concurrent jurisdictions between the
existing committees and the new committee
will create an unwieldy and unworkable
situation. . )
While I understand that the Government
Operations Committee is required to submit
a report on S. 2893 not later than March 1
of this year, I also commend to the Com-
mittee during its mark-up sessions the ap-
.proach adopted in S. 317, the Joint Com-
mittee on Intelligence Oversight Act intro-
duced by Senator Lowell Weicker and myself,
That legislation, as does S. 2893, provides that
the new committee should possess exclusive

funding authorization jurisdiction and makes

clear that the new committee’s authorization
and oversight jurisdiction encompasses the
national security activities of the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation, authorities which I
consider to be integral elements of coordi-
nated, effective oversight.

Additionally, in defining those “intelligence
activities” which are subject to the jurisdic-
tion of the new oversight committee, I sug-
gest that your committee take cognizance
of ad hoc intelligence operations, such as
the infamous Plumbers Group, so as to make
clear that the new committee is to receive
full and current information of all intelli~
gence activities, whether or not such activi-
ties are conducted by those departments and
agencies which fall within the committee’s
primary jurisdiction. -

Finally, while I am disturbed greatly b.
the recent unauthorized disclosures of in
telligence information, and while I fully sup-
port strengthening the sanctions agalinst such
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disclosure by Members of Congress and thelr
staffs, I wish to respectfully submit that the
g tablishment of an effective Congressional
rsight capability, and the strengthening
prohibitions against “leaks” are not mu-
tually exclusive. I think it unfortunate that
the impetus for effective Congressional over-
sight of the intelligence community has been
somewhat diminished by .the irresponsible
conduct of & few, and I believe that the re-
cent and contemptible experience of Con-
gress in maint.ining the confidentiality of
information will be at least partially rem-
. edied by the establishment of a formal and
responsible committee arrangement for in-
telligence oversight. .
Thank you again for requesting and con-
sidering my views.
Yours very truly,
. HowARD H. BAKER, JR.

On Tuesday, March 2, the topic will be
“Retirement Programs and the 1977
Budget.” The witnesses will be Commis~-
sioner of the Social Security Adminis-
tration James B. Cardwell; Prof. Willlam
Hsiao, an actuary, formerly with HEW;
Dr. Robert Ball of the Institute of Medi~
cine and former Commissioner of the
Social Security Administration; and Dr.
Otto Eckstein, president of Data Re-
sources, Inc.

On Thursday, March 4, the topic will
be “monetary policy” and Chairman of
the Federal Reserve Board Arthur Burns
will testify.

“Foreign Policy and the Budget” is the
topic of the hearing on Friday, March 5.
Under Secretary of State for Political
Affairs Joseph J. Sisco will testify.

On Tuesday, March 9, the topic will
be “The Defense Budget.” Secretary of
Defense Donald H. Rumsfeld will testify
at 10 a.m. At 2 p.m., Mr. Paul C. Warnke
former Assistant Secretary of Defengé,
will testify before the committee.

_ “Economic Forecast—Projectiony for
Fiscal Year 19777 is the topic fgt our
hearing on Wednesday, March Y0. The
witnesses will be Senator Hybert H.
Humphrey, chairman of the Joint Eco-

nomic Committee; Dr. Waltey W. Heller,
Nwwmmer Chairman of the Coyncil of Eco-
. BEFORE THE COM memic Advisers; and D / Paul Mec-
' JUDICIARY Cracken, former Chairmayof the Coun-
Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, the cil of Economic Adyvisers
following nomination has been referred On Thursday, March/1, the topic will
to and is now pending before the Com- be “Labor and Mangfement View the
mittee on the Judiciary: Budget.”
QRobert E. Lee, of Colorado to be a All hearings will Yegin at 10 a.m. unless

Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD subsequently
said: Mr. President, I ask unanimous
consent that a resolution (S. Res. 400)
submitted earlier be referred to the Com-
mittee on Rules and Administration
which would, in accordance with the
prior unanimous-consent agreement, be
under obligation to be reported to the
Senate no later than March 20, 1976.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so ordered.

ember of the Foreign Claims Settle- otherwise noted iA room 357 of the Rus-
ent Commission of the United States sell Senate Offigé Building.

for a term of 3 years from October 22, .

1975, vice Lyle S. Garlock. :
On behalf of the Committee on the ANNO EMENT OF HEARINGS

Judiciary, notice is hereby given to all: " ¢
persons Iterested In this NOMINAHON £0  wise to e that (e con et
file with the committee, in writing, on  poreigd Relations plans to hold the first
or before Monday, March 8, 1976, any of segferal hearings on the Treaty of
representations or objections they may mpighdship and Cooperation with Spain
wish to present concerning the above (g, E, 94-2) on Wednesday, March 3,
nomination with a further statement 14ve at 10:00 a.m., room 4221, Dirksen
whether it is their intention to appear ABupding, to hear Ambassador Robert
at any hearing which may be scheduled.

U.S. negotiating team.

ANNOUNCEMENT OF CON LHE
HEARINGS IN PREPARATION FOR
THE FIRST CONCURRENT RESO-
LUTION

Mr MUSKIE. Mr. President/the Sen-
ate Budget Committee contidues public

hearings on the first concuyrent resolu- 0 _
tion on the budget for fitcal 1977 on the 20th century, with mixed feelings.

March 2, 4, 5, and Marcly/9, 10, 11. On one hand, the past 75 years have
These hearings will frovide valuable witnessed the greatest technological and
information to the Bldget Committee scientific advances since the first stir-
for makmg decisio: bn the first concur~ rings of recor!;led civilization. These
rent resolution or/ the budget, which great accomplishments should have
must be reported/by the committee to heralded the dawn of the golden age of
the Senate by April 15. This first con- mankind. UnfOrtunately, this has not
current resolution on the budget will set been the case for, in fact, the 20th cen-
targets for tofal budget outlays and total tury has contained some of history’s
new budget duthority as well as targets most butal examples of man’s inhuman-
for spendiffe in each major functional Ity to his fellow man.
category ¢f the budget. The first resolu- The details of this century’s first 75
‘on will/Also specify targets for revenues years have been well documented. They
or the/coming fiscal year as well as the -have included war, genocide, massacres,
surplfs or deficit'in the budget which 1s the mass displacement and movement
appyopriate in light of economic condi~ of countless millions of refugees. I would
tiohs and all other relevant factors, like to take the opportunity to record one

t ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

DR. HERBERT A. STAHL

Mr. HRUSKA. Mr. President, histo-
rians no doubt will look back upon this,
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MecCloskey and other members of the-

.
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small footnote to this hisjory by relat-
ing the case of Dr. Herkeyt A. Stahl.

Dr. Stahl was born iy 1907 in Press-
burg—now called Braftislava—of
was then part of the Austrian—HunQ'
Empire. Bratislavia/is situated on “the
left bank of the fiver Danube, just 1
hour’s drive froph Vienna. Across the
river, readily sgén from the Castle of
Bratislava, ar¢/a few tiny Austrian vil-
Iages where post of Herbert Stahl’s an-
cestors camg from. On the western hori-
zon, the bMiish silhouette of the famed
Vienna Woods are cleary discernible. He
was a cflizen of that empire until 1918
when jh the wake of World War I the
Hapspurgs were deposed and the modern
Czeghoslovakian state created.

Kfter the establishment of the new
spate, Dr. Stahl became a Czechoslovak-_
an citizen. During the census of 1928,
however, the citizens of Czechoslovakia
wére required to register according to
their mother language. For Dr. Stahl
this meant that he had to register using
the language also spoken in-Vienna, that
is, the Germanic language. This was to
have grave consequences in future years.

As ‘the new state prospered and ad-
vanced, so did the fortunes of Dr. Stahl
who in 1932 had graduated from the Uni-
versity of Prague and was now a scientist
and a writer. A 1-year’s sojourn in Ber-
lin familarized him with the model Ger-
man research institutions, particularly as
basic and applied research into physics
are concerned. During the early 1930’s
Dr. Stahl busied himself as a free lance
writer of articles some of which opposed
dictatorship and advocated the concept
of a United States of Europe. Late e
was to be a prolific writer publis
among others, 16 professional essaysy
Czech or Slovak language, centering up-
on the flagrant absence of applied and
industrial research in Czechoslovakia.
These were well received and recognition
of his work resulted in an invitation to

_be listed in a Czechoslovak Interservice

‘World Engineering Whos Who, published
in Prague. In 1937, he coauthored a Jew-
ish cultural encyclopedia entitled “Jews
in German Cultural Sphere.”

During all these years, Dr. Stahl pro-
ceeded in his favorite field of tube elec-
tronics centering on the production of
neon light devices. In 1933, he became
the licensee for a Jewish-owned company
founded in Prague by a refugee friend
from Berlin, and continued later in the

‘neon department of a huge shoe concern

in Alin, Moravia, soon to be dismantled
by the owners in a wise foreboding of
the rapidly approaching apocalypse.
During this same prewar period Dr.
Stahl was by his own initiative instru-
mental in advancing the concept of a
central Czechoslovak Institute for In-
dustrial Research. This productive activ-
ity, however, came to a halt as a result
of a serious traffic accicent in 1938, and
the concurrent pre-Miunich confusion in
Czechoslovakia. As Dr. Stahl laid con-
fined to a hospital bed, the German Army "’
under the pretext of protecting the Ger-
man minority, marched into the Sude-
tenland. The rest is well known, within
a short time Czechoslovakia was
total German domination, and the
once again was at war.
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ca\use for serious reconsideration over thls

RoBERT. C. BYRD,
U.S. Senator.

CONCLUSION

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there further Yorning busi-

\ ness? If not, morning busihess is closed.

__  RECES

OKLAHOMA SENATORIAINCON-
TESTED ELECTION

\ Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
k unanimous consent that the Senwt
rn to the consideration of Calendd

. 572, Senate Resolution 356, and that
it be laid before the Senate and made
tha pending business.

e ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

. The resolution will be stated by
tltle

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A résolution (S. Res. 356) relating to the
Okla.hdgna senatorlal contested election.

The ‘ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. I3 there objection to the present
considerption of the resolution?

There \being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

UNTIL 2 P.M. TODAY,

Mr. FIELD. Mr. President, in
ew of the fact that the Committee on
Rules and
meeting all

this time stand
of 2 p.m. today.

There being no\objection, the Senate,
at 12:29 p.m.,
whereupon, the
when called to order by the Presiding
Officer (Mr. DoOLE).

ORDER FOR
UNTIL TOMORROW

Mr. ROBERT C. B . Mr, President,
I ask unanimous ¢onsen¢ that when the
Senate completes its business today, it
stand in adjournment until the hour of
12 o’clock noon tomorro

The PRESIDING OFFIEER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

ORDER FOR RECOGNITIO OF SEN-

ATOR GARY HART AND SENATOR

BUSINESS
Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD. Mr.’ sident,
I ask unanimous consent that uppn the

ich permission has already beer\ en-
red on tomorrow, Mr. Gary Hark be

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

recognized for not to exceed 15 minutes,
after which I be recognized for not to
exceed 15 minutes, after which there be
a period for the transaction of routine
morning business of not to exceed 15
minutes, with statements limited thereln
to 5 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Wlthout

objection, it is so ordered.
-

ORDER FOR RESUMPTION OF UN-
FINISHED BUSINESS TOMORROW

Mr. ROBERT €. BYRD. Mr. President,
I ask unanimous consent that upon the
conclusion of routine morning business
tomorrow, the Senate resume consider-
ation of the unfinished business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

AMENDMENT OF SECTION 142 OF
TITLE 13, UNITED STATES CODE

Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD. Mr. President,

ask unanimous consent that the Chair
lax before the Senate a message from the
Houge of Representatives on H.R. 7824,
that the bill be considered as having been
read thRe first and second times, and that
the Senabde proceed to its immediate con~

section 142 of tithe 13, United States Code,

to change the daM for taking censuses
of agriculture, irrightion, and drainage,
and for other purposed,

The PRESIDING OFE]
objection, the bill will bé\considered as
having been read twice BX title; and
without objection, the Senatk will pro-
ceed to its consideration.

The bill was considered, orderdd
third reading, read the third time) and
passed.

PROGRAM

Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD. Mr. President,
the Senate will meet at the hour of 12
o’clock noon tomorrow. After the two
leaders or their designees have been rec-
ognized under the standing .order, Mr.
StoNE will be recognized for not t6 exceed
15 minutes, after which Mr. Gary HART
will be recognized for not to exceed 15
minutes, after which Mr. Roserr C.
Byrp will be recognized for not to exceed
15 minutes, after which there will be a
period for the transaction of routine
morning business of not to exceed 15
minutes, with statements limited therein
to 5 minutes; at the conclusion of which
period the Senate will resume considera-
tion of Senate Resolution 356, a resolu-
tion relating to the Oklahoma senatorial
contested election.

Mr. HATFIELD. Wﬂl the Senator
yield?

Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD. Yes.

Mr. HATFIELD. As I understand the
Senator, the leadership has laid before.
the Senate the Oklahoma contest, which
was initially expected to be taken up at
2 o’clock today. With the problems of the
Committee on Rules, do I understand
now that it will be the first order of busi-
ness following the morning hour on to-
morrow?

-
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Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD. Yes.

Mr. . HATFIELD. I wish to let the lead-
ership know that I feel that perha e
are getting ourselves into somewhaga
difficult thicket. We are putting
priority, as we should be, on problems
related to the Federal Election Commis-
sion. That is under some very strict time
frame. I believe there was introduced or
will soon be introduced the question re-
lating to setting up of an intelligence
oversight committee. That, too, will have
great priority. I wonder if the Senator
could respond to this particular circum-
stance I outlined as it relates to taking up
the Oklahoma contest as of tomorrow?

Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD. Only to say
that, as was announced last week, it is
the intention of the leadership to move
to take up the disputed Oklahoma elec-

_tion contest today. It is before the Sen-

ate and it would be the intention of the
leadership on tomorrow to resume con-
sideration of that question.

Mr. HATFIELD. I understand.

Mr. President, I should like to put the
Senate on notice now that I am cer~
tainly flexible on the matter of the time
schedule for the Oklahoma contest to
be considered 'by the full Senate. I feel
there is certainly great priority on re-
constituting the Federal Elections Com-
mission and setting up an intelligence
oversight committee.

I want to put the Senate on notice that
I am not going to be pressured by these
two priority bills that will be coming be-
fore this floor to cut short the necessary
time that may be required to conside e
Oklahoma contest. I have a feeli
are kind of in front of a big fr t
train here. Somehow we hear this train
coming down the track, a freight train
with the matters of the Federal Elec-
tlons Commission and an intelligence
oversight committee. I am not ready to
jump the track to make ready for the

- train merely because it is coming down

the track. I want to give due notice that,
under no circumstance, at least as the
manager of the minority side on the
Oklahoma contest, will I be steamrollered
or will I be pressured to 'bring the de-
bate to a close or engage in any kind
of time agreement, merely because we
have these greater priorities stacking up
behind us. I want to raise this before we
get into Oklahoma so that the Senator
will have clear notice that I am willing
to cooperate with the leadership in any
way possible to handle all these matters
expeditiously. I just do not want to be
put in the position of their saying, “We
have a time limitation on reconstituting
the Federal Elections Commission, it has
greater national priority than the Okla-
homa contest; therefore, we would like
to have you enteér into some kind of time
agreement because of the priority of
these other bills.”

I think I made it very clear, through-
out- the entire committee period of dis-

-cussion of this matter, and also on the

floor, in December that, in my estima-
tlon, unless there is some way to reach
some kind of agreement or unders

ing prior to taking up this case, w

be engaged In a very long discussion. I
Just do not want to be put in the posi-
tion of then being charged with delaying
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PLANNING VERSUS NATIONAL POLICY ASSESS-
" MENT AND ACTION PROGRAM

ughout I have used the word planning,
un‘nately, planning is & pejorative word
wh pplied to federal socio-economic activ-
ities. There are many reasons for this, not the
least of which is the fact that thirty to forty
years ago we witnesses the rise of national
economic planning systems around the world
to strengthen the hands of dictators. Plan-
ning became associated with dictatorial gov-
ernments which functioned in ways quite
contrary to our views of the role of govern-
ment. Because of such deep-seat,ed\a.ntipa.thy
to the word planning when applied to gov-
ernment, I suggest that it be discarded and
other words be found to describe the process
we are talking about here, namely the phrase
National Policy Assessment and Action Pro-
gram. This phrase highlights the fact that it
is national policy with which we are con-
cerned. It says, also, that we are not alone
concerned with assessment but also with ac-
tion programs.
THE ROLE OF CORPORATE PLANNERS

Whatever is done to improve national long-
range planning in the public sector will be
significantly improved if the lessons pain-
fully learned about long-range planning in
the private sector are understood . and ap-
plied. For this reason I propose that a series
of dialogues begin between corporate plan-
ners and those in the federal government
concerned with developing and using a na-
tional integrated long-range planning sys-
tem. I do not have in mind conferences in
which each group lectures to the other.
Rather, I proposed working sessions in which
participangts deal with the many problems
and issues associated with long-range plan-
ning in government. .

I do not have in mind a continuous dia-
logue among the same individuals. This
mi| be acceptable, but I think there are
en different problems and issues to tax
the' ds of many people in and out of gov-
ernment. So I suggest a somewhat loosely co-
ordinated series of dialogues involving many
people in the public and private sectors.

I do not see these conferences as dealing
with substantive matters. Rather, discussion
should be concerned with techniques, proce-
dures, lessons of experience in organizing the
process and in executing it, and matters re-
lated to systems operations.

CONCLUSION

I ¥xnow of no more pressing problem in the
United Statés than that of developing the
capability to identify problems that lle ahead
and to implement plans to deal with them
There is no reason why we cannot do thjis.
A coimprehensive aggregate integrated loig-
range national plan is not at this timp the
preferred approach, but we should bef
develop a more selective aggregative ap-
proach. In this process the lessonj of cor-
porate planning in business can Jave valu-
able applicability to government this en-
deavor corporate planners canfmake a sig-
nificant contribution by engdging in con-
tinuous dialogue with govefnment officials
until the program is perfecjed.

I have today written Secretary of State
gér, urging that the Soviet
jed permission to build a

as Saturday, February 28, a comprehen-
sive article on the Soviet’s unconscion-

. way

n to .,

able actions appeared in the Washington
Post.

I ask unanimous consent that the
article and a copy of my letter to Secre-
tary Kissinger be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the article
and the copy of the letter were ordered
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

MoRALE Low AT Moscow EMBASSY
{By Peter Osnos)

Moscow, February 27.—American diplo-
mats in Moscow have written a “very strong”
letter to top State Department officials de~
manding to be told the full extent of the
radiation problem at the embassy here and
whether it represents a serious health hagzard,
sources said today. .

Morale in the embassy, one of the largest
and most important American posts abroad,
has plummeted since reports of the radia-
tion began to circulate three weeks ago, the
sources said. Although employees have been
briefed, a full explanation of the situation
including its causes and its dangers has been
withheld.

The letter was drafted last week by the,

- local branch of the American Foreign Ser

retary of State Henry A. Kissinger. A the
request of senlor embassy officials, y &
copy of the letter was sent to Was ngton
with the original going to Ambassadot Walter
J. Stoessel. rd

“People are incensed,” said one of those

responsible for preparing th‘}ytter. So far
gal

ice Association and was intended fo:fe(-

no response has been received and further
action—including possible action—is
being .considered. 7 o
At the outset, the 1mpres§ion given to em~
bassy employees was th
caused solely by Sovi?/ survetllance equip~-

ment which included/microwave beams fo- .

cused on the emba§s§. There have been re-
ports from Washington this week, however,
that the purpose 4f the Soviet radiation was
to block Americgn eavesdropping.

In any eveny, the true story is apparently
known to vepy few people in the embassy,
perhaps on}¥ Stoessel himself. Kissinger is
responsiblg/for the way the matter is being

t is understood, and he has stressed

0 solve the problem.

Sihice Monday, Sam Zweifel, a State De-
paftment physician, has been In Moscow per=
férming blood tests on all embassy personnel
gnd their families. It is not. clear whether

these tests were precipitated by discovery of

specific problems at the embassy, as & report
from Washington today suggested, or are
simply a precaution.

One explanation for Dr. Zweifel’s presence
is that the regular embassy physician,
Thomas Johnson, is on & vacation that was
postponed when the radiation issue surfaced.

[In Washington, the State Department
said it has sent a medical technician to Mos-
cow to conduct blood tests on U.S. embassy
personnel who may have been exposed to the
microwave emissions. Willlam Watson, the
department’s medical director, said: “The
medical division has found no medical prob-
lems that it believes to be related to the sit+
uation at the embassy.”]

The report from Washington also said that
Stoessel suffered from anemia, which may
have been aggravated by the radiation here.
The embassy has already denied an earlier
report that Stoessel is 111, but the ambassa-
dor refused to comment on today’s report,
he did deny that he plans to leave Moscow

. for reassignment. Stoessel has been here for

two years. .

At earlier briefings- and again today, ema
bassy officials strongly implied—but did not
say directly—that there appears to be no
great danger from the radiation to people

the radiation was
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living in or working at the embassy.

-uncertainty is apparently beginnin

its effect on some embassy pers
their families.
“We have a need and a right

emissions at the
cow, informed s
The sources

to 1962 in a part of the em-
bassy expos to microwawe emissions be-
lieved to b€ from Soviet radie Jamming de-

. The le developed into melanoma—a us-
nally lignant tumor—and the woman, for
whonf the sources requested anonymity, died
in 1969.
er husband applied for compensation
om the government on the grounds that
er death may have been caused by her ex-
posure to microwaves beamed &t the em-
bassy, the source said. His claim, for less
than $10,000 in lost wages, was honored,
U.S. SENATE,
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS,
Washington, D.C., March 1, 1976.
Hon. HENRY A. KISSINGER,
Secretary of State, Department of State,
Washington, D.C. X

DeaR MRr. SECRETARY: I am greatly dis-
turbed at the reports of microwave radiation
bombardment of our embassy in Moscow by
the Soviet KGB. Such conduct is appalling
by any diplomatic standards. I urge you to
stop efforts currently underway permitting
the Soviets to build a new embassy in Wash-
ington wuntil this unconscionable action
ceases. -

The U.S. intelligence community has beeng
subject to a constant barrage of media criti
cism over the last several months. Some
the information which revealed instances of
wrongdoing by U.S. intelligence officials
should have been made public in order to
prevent future fllegal operations. However,
the sensationalist attitude which tried to
portray legitimate U.S. intelligence opera-
tions as vile and morally reprehensible is
misleading and potentially damaging.

I would be more reassured if, on the other
hand, the true extent of Soviet spying in this
country were as well publicized as are opera-
tions of U.S. intelligence officials. I am sure
the American public would be appalled if
the daily activities of Soviet spies—diplo-
matically disguised as trade, cultural, and
press representatives—were exposed.~

In this light, I was shocked when I learned
of the Soviet spylng on our embassy in Mos-
cow with microwave radiation. Since the em-
bassy houses hundreds of American officials
fand their families, the dangerous radia-
tion iIs potentially harmful to their health
and welfare. Under the cloak of “detente”,
the Soviets are placing American lives in
jeopardy. Such wanton disregard for human
safety and health cannot be condoned.

To allow the Soviets to continue such
nefarious spying techniques is totally unac-
ceptable. Immediate action must be taken
to communicate to the appropriate high So-
viet officials the repugnance expxessed by
many Americans concerning this distasteful
episode. -

On the floor of the Senate I have already
expressed my feelings on this latest spylng
technique of the Soviet KGB. I have urged
that the U.S. take action to halt efforts cur-
rently underway which would allow the So-

viets to construct their much desired new

embassy.
The Soviets’ reprehensible actions ar
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the business of the Senate or of im-
portant bills that have stacked up be-
hind Oklahoma.

L ROBERT C. BYRD. Mr. President,
] t know.of anybody who is going to
charge the distinguished Senator with
such. The intelligence oversight matter
has been reported from the Committee on

Government Operations. It has now gone -

to Rules, where the Committee on Rules
will have something like 20 days in which
to consider that matter. So I do not
believe that that subject is going to be
Jbefore the Senate.within the next 3
weeks.

As to the Federal Elections Commis-
sion legislation, that is just being marked
up in the Committee on Rules this after-
noon and I do not believe that the Sen-
ate will be taking that up, in any event,
certainly in the next day or so. I be-
lieve that the distinguished Senator from
Oregon will have ample time in which
to enlighten the Senate as to his views
on the Oklahoma election. I do not have
a feeling that the intelligence oversight
matter is going to be coming along for
at least 3 weeks, so I can assure the Sen-
ator that no charges are going to be
leveled at him, so far as I am concerned,
or the leadership on this side.

Mr. HATFIELD. I appreciate the com-
ments of the distinguished assistant
majority leader. I only call to mind that

it was our expectation that the New'

Hampshire election matter would be
handled in a very brief period of time.
I recall that those events did not de-

velop along that line. I just wanted to.

be in anticipation of circumstances that
) gualized could occur and I merely
',ed to make a record at this time. 1
apDhreciate the comments made by the
-distinguished Senator from West Vir-
gInia.

o

Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD. Mr. President,
If there be no further business to come
before the Senate, I move, in accord-
anee with the previous order, that the
BSenate stand in adjournment until the
hour of 12 o’clock noon tomorrow.

The motion was agreed to; and, at 2:10
p.m., the Senate adjourned until Tues-
day, March 2, 1976, at 12 meridian.

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by the
Senate March 1, 1976:
DEPARTMENT OF STATE
Frederick Irving, of Rhode Island, a
eign Service Officer of Class one, to bé
Assistant Secretary of State for Oceaps and
International Environmental and Sglentific
Affairs.
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
William L. Fisher, of Texay
Assistant Secretary of the Inteflor, vice Jack
W. Carlson, resigned.
IN THE AR FdRCE

Francis Hughes, of Sduth Carolina, to
be an Assistant Secretary of the Air Force,
. vice William W. Woodfuff, resigned.
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
6gue, of Virginia, to be
mber of the¢ National Transportation

or-

CONGRE

Safety Board for the remainder of the term
expiringl December 381, 1978, vice Louis M.
Thayer.

IN THE FOREIGN SERVICE

The fpllowing-named person for reappoint-
ment i the Foreign Service as a Forelgn
Servicef Officer of Class four, & Consular Of-
ficer, ahd a Secretary in the Diplomatic Serv-
ice of the United States of America:

Willjam R. Brew, of New Jersey.

For Jappointment as a Foreign Service Of-
ficer ¢f Class four, a Consular Officer, and a
Secrefary in the Diplomatic Service of the
Unitgd States of America:

James J. Reilly, of Maryland.

Fol appointment as a Foreign Service In-
formation Officer of Class four, a Consular
Officer, and a Secretary in the Diplomatic
Seryice of the United States of America:

Sylvia Beatrice Rifkin, of the District of

or promotion from a Forelgn Service Of-
ficqr of Class six to Class five:
homas M. Widenhouse, of Illinois.
or appointment as Foreign Service Officers
‘ot | Class five, Consular Officers, and Secre-
tafies in the Diplomatic Service of the United
Stptes of America:
obert Joseph Carlson, of Iowa
Robert J. Chevez, of California.
Arlene Render, of Ohio,
For promotion from Foreign Service Officers
Class seven to Class six:
Alvin H, Chin, of Texas.
Alan P. Larson, of Iowa.
For promotion from Foreign Service Inp
ation Officers of Class seven to Class sixX:
David L. Arnett, of Louisiana.
William C. Dawson, Jr., of Kentucky,
Don Reed Hamilton, of Oklahoma.
Alfred Haworth Jones, of Minnesg
ohn T. Ohta, of Tennessee.
alph H. Ruedy, of Iowa.
rthur L. Skop, of Maine.

K, of New Jersey.
ollinge, of Florida.

Margaret deE/ Dennis, of Maryland.
Robert J. B

Columbia.
J. Philippe Grégoire, of Virginia .

Hackett, of California,

B. Harrington, of Pennsylvania.

. Hurley, of Massachusetts.

Allén James Kepchar, of Indiana.

Jiilien LeBourgeois, of the District of Co-
bia.

Randall R. LeCocq, of New Mexico.

Jean Anne Louis, of Michigan.

Cheryl A. McDonald, of California.

Joseph R. McGhee, of Pennsylvania.

Thomas J. McMahon, of Indiana.

Richard A. Megica, of Florida.

Thomas Joel Miller, of Michigan.

€Christine Shelly Monroe, of Kentucky.

Thomas J. Morgan, of California.

Thomas P. Opila, of Virginia.

John Malcolm Ordway, of California.

Mary C. Pendleton, of Kentucky.

Angel M. Rabasa, of Florida.

R. Ross Rodgers, of Washington.

Robert A. Sarofeen, of Virginia.

Charles R. Schwarck of Pennsylvania.

Stuart J. D. Schwartzstein, of New Jersey.

Stephen T. Smith, of Nebraska.

Yvonne Frances Thayer, of California.

Stephen H. Thompson, of Arizona.

David G. Wagner, of Pennsylvania.

Neal A. Waldrop III, of Michigan.

Torrey Stephen Whitman, of Pennsylvania.
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For appointment as Forelgn Service Infor-
mation Officers of Class seven, Consular Of-
ficers, and Secretaries in the Diplomatij
Service of the United States of Ameriga:

Jeremy F. Curtin, of Virginia.

Daryl A. Daniels, of Illinois.

Alice C. LeMaistre, of Alabama.

Marshall R, Loutis, Jr., of New Ygrk.

Nicholas Mele, of New York,

David'E. Miller, of Pennsylvghia.

Priscilla Colt Murphy, of Virginia.

Ray Orley, of California.

Nancy Elaine Rusinko, gf Rhode Island.

Pamela H. White, of Mgssachusetts.

For appointment as Poreign Service Officers
of Class eight, Consylar Officers, and Secre-
taries in the Diplomgtic Service of the United
States of America;

‘Gary Roy Alexafider, of California.

John H. Andr¢/I1, of Michigan.

Lewis R. Afherton, of the Distnct of
Columbia.

, Ervin, of California.

Carolyn 1. Heskin, of North Dakota.

Kenneph R. Jernigan, Jr., of Virginia.

Marigine Matuzic Kunkel, of New York.

ma.s A. Lynch, Jr., of Maryland
en E. Nugent, of New Jersey.
awrence George Rossin, of California.

Joseph A. L. St. John, Jr., of Florida.

Curtis A. Stone, of Washington.

David Dale Trechter, of California.

Steven J. White, of Georgia.

Mark W. Willis, of Massachusetts.

Joseph Charles Wilson IV, of Washington.

For appointment as Foreign Service .In-
formation Officers of Class elght, Consular
Officers, and Secretaries in the_Diplomatic
Service of the United States of America:

Anne M. Chermak, of Pennsylvania.

Lynne E. Hart, of California.

Jennifer E. Newton, of Pennsylvania.
Foreign Service Reserve Officers to be Co)‘

cers of the Umted States of America™

John D, Manuel, of Florida.

Robert W. Rebinsen, of Tennessee.

Foreign Service Reserve Officers to be Con-
sular Officers and Secretaries in the Diplo-
matic Service of the United States of Amer-
ica:

“Ygor N. Belousovitch, of Virginia.

Gloria E. Bozeman, of Illinels.

Richard D. Calder, of Virginta.

Gwen C, Clare, of Maryland,

Robert A. Dishaw, of Washington.

Michael B. Doyle, of California.

Cheryl A. Gregory, of Maryland.

Thomas L. Lauer, of Virginia.

Alphonso G. Marquis, of New York.

Imogene G. McCloud, of Massachusetts.

James L. McJimpsey, of South Carolina,

‘William D. Murray, of Virginia.

Sterling Persons, of Illinois.

Sally A. S. Sandberg, of California.

Jan L. Wentworth, of Virginia.

Mary L. Williams, of Montana.

Foreign Service Reserve Officers to be Sec-
retaries in the Diplomatic Service of the
United States of America:

R. Dennis Jones, of Ohio.

John B. L. Manniello, of New York.

Gordon B. Ramsey, of Utah.

Robert M. Smalley, of Virginia,.

Thomas Vrebalovich, of California.

Garnett A. Zimmerly, of Virginia,

Foreign Service Staff Officers to be Consular
Officers of the United States of America:

Barbara M. Johnson, of Massachusetts.

Janet Petronis, of New Jersey.

IN THE MARINE CORPS

The following named officer of the Maru’

Corps Reserve for temporary appointment

-the grade. of brigadier general.

Robert S. Raisch,
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IN THE NAVY

he following named officers of the Navy
Q‘ permanent promotion to the grade of
r admiral:
LINE

John C. Dixon, Jr.
Donald P. Hall
James B, Linder
Lucien Capone, Jr.
Richard E. Nicholson
Arthur K. Knoizen
Roy D. Snyder, Jr.
Paul H. Speer .
Sylvester R. Foley, Jr.
Wwilliam P. Lawrence
Edward W. Carter, IIT
Gerald E. Thomas
Bobby R. Inman
Hugh A. Benton
Steven A. White
" Robert W. Chewning

“M” Staser Holcomb

James W. .
Montgomery
John A. Walsh
. Lee W. Fisher
Thomas J. Hughes,
Jr.
Earl B. Fowler, Jr.
Frederick F. Palmer
Kent J. Carroll
William D.
Robertson, Jr.
Claude P. Ekas, Jr.
Norman K. Green
Robert B. McClinton
Albert J. Monger
Murray C. Cook
John H. Alvis

SUPPLY CORPS
Leroy E. Hopkins Edward M. Kocher
Ralph H. Murphy, Jr.
CHAPLAIN CORPS
Withers M. Moore '
* IN THE ARMY .
I nominate the following-named officials

for temporary appointment in the Army of »

the United States to the grade indicated, .
under the provisions of Title 10, United
States Code, Sectlons 3442 and 3447:

To be brigadier general

Col. George E. Marine, '336-22-3306, Army
of the United States (licutenant colonel,
U.S. Army). )

Col. Donald- W. Connelly, 212-26-5260,
Army of the United States (lieutenant colo-

1, U.S. Army).
ol. Louis C. Wagner, 490-44-9852, Army
, the United States (lieutenant colonel,

. U.S. Army).

Col. Arthur J. Junot, 438-32-8426, Army
of the United States (lieutenant colonel,
U.S. Army).

Col. David K. Doyle, 578-40-4691, Army
of the United States (lieutenant colong
U.S. Army).

Col. Orlando E. Gonzales, 524-28-8
Army of the United States (lieutenajy
lonel, U.S. Army). ‘

Col. Joseph T. Palastra, Jr., 576 8-7763,
Army of the United States (lieutghant co-
lonel, U.S. Army).

Col. John S. Blair, 340-22-8
of the United States (lieutefant colonel,
U.S. Army). ’ : .

Col. James H. Mapp, 256/42-5265, Army
of the United States (liedtenant  colonel,
U.S. Army). i )

Col. Charles T. Liynn, Jr/ 247-44-2777, Army
of the United States (lieftenant colonel, U.S.
Army).

Col. Hugh J. Claugen, 419-20-3944, US.
Army. . .

Col. Howard F. Stghe, 447-32-5655, Army of
the United States Amajor, U.S. Army).

'Col. Maxie O. Rgdic, Jr., 248-32-3845, Army
of the United Stghes (lieutenant colonel, U.S.
Army).

Col. Thomag/ P. Lynch, 469-16-5323, Army
of the United/States (lieutenant colonel, U.S.
Army).

Col. Rangom E. Barber, 215-38-9499, Army
of the Unjfed States (lieutenant colonel, U.S.
Army).

Col. Norman G. Delbridge, Jr., 383-24-5493,

g#-the United States (lieutenant colo-

nel, U.S. Army).

Col. Fred K. Mahaffey, 525-70-4649, Army

the United States (major, U.S. Army).

Col. Charles W. Dyke, 229-40-9184, Army of
wene United States (major, U.B. Army).

Col. John P. Casey, Jr., 400-54-1478, Army
of the United States (lieutenant colenel,
U.S. Army).
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Col. Robert S. McGarry, 329-22-4463, Army
of the United States (lleutenant colonel, U.S.
Army).

Col. Robert W. Sennewald, 492-22-4165,
Army of the United States (lieutenant colo-
nel, U.S. Army).

Col. Drake Wilson, 447-26-3948, Army of
the United States (lieutenant colonel, U.S.
Army).

Col. James J. Lindsay, 391-26-8187, Army .
of the United States (lieutenant colonel, U.S.
Army).

Col. William C. Moore, 412-42-4881, Army
of the United States (lieutenant colonel, U.S.
Army).

Col. Charles W. Bagnal, 247-44-8391, Army
of the United States (major, U.S. Army).

Col. Charles E. Graves, 526-28-5434, Arp
‘'of the United States (lieutenant colonel, ©
Army).

Col. Richard S. Sweet, 039-16-2743/ Army
of the United States (lieutenant colgael, U.S.
Army).

Col. Robert H. Foreman, 527-26
of the United States (lieutenant/£olonel, U.S.
Army). . -

Col. James H. Patterson, 017244474, Army
of the United States (lieutegant colonel, U.S.,

#3-26-4516, Army of

the United States (liedtenant colonel, U.S.
Army)-.

Wwilliam K.

fHunzeker, 186-20-7622,

astner, 355-22-6066, Army
of the United Sfates (lieutenant colonel, U.S.
Army).
Col.
Army.

Army of the United States (major, U.S.
Army).

Col. Michael N. Bakarich, 526-30-8918,
Army of the United States (lieutenant colo-
nel, U.S. Army).

Col. Jeremiah J. Brophy, 057-22-8476, Army
of the United States (lieutenant colonel, U.S.
Army). ’

Col. Frank J. Palermo, Jr.,
Army of the United States
colonel, U.S. Army).

Col. Dan H. Williamson, Jr., 260-60-3867,
U.S. Army. '

Col. Richard M. Wells, 579-52-8608, Army of
the United States (lieutenant colonel, U.S.
Army).

Col. James S. Welch, 562~20-0173, Army of
the United States (lieutenant colonel, U.S.
Armiy).

Col. Benjamin E. Doty, 519-30-2651, Army
of the United States (lieutenant colonel, U.S.
Army).

Col. Archie S. Cannon, Jr., 227-30-1791,
Army of the United States (lieutenant colo-
nel, U.S. Army). -

Col. David W. Einsel, 271-26-7188, U.S.
Army.

Col. Theodore G. Jenes, Jr., 533-24-4241,
Army of the United States (lieutenant colo-
nel, U.S. Army).

Col. Richard X. Larkin, 505-28-6229, Army
of the United States (lieutenant colonel, U.S,
Army).

Col. Tommie G. Smith, 330-26-4353, Army
of the United States (lleutenant colonel; U.S.
Army).

Col. Richard D. Boyle, 036-20-3100, Army
of the United States (lieutenant colonel, U.S.
Army). '

Col. Allen M. Goodson, 265-34-0762, Army
of the United States (lieutenant colonel, U.S.
Army). |

Col. Vaughn O. Lang, 188-20-6157, Army

279-26-2745,
(lieutenant
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of the United States (ljeutenant colonel, U.S.
Army).

Col. Robert L.
Army of the Uni
nel, U.S. Army)

Col. Robert,
of the United
Army).

érriford, Sr., 327-24-1260,
d States (lieutenant p

. Solomon, 216-28-7812, ARy
States (lieutenant colonel, U.S,

IN THE Co0oAST GUARD

The following graduates of the Coast Guard
Acadfmy to be permanent commissioned
offigbrs in the Coast Guard in the grade of
epfign:

Geofirey Lee Abbott

John Clark Acton IIL

Scot Alan Addis

Jerome James Amend

Glenn Wesley Anderson

Michael DuWayne Anderson

John Astley

Steven Keith Barker

David Richard Bean

‘David Wayne Beard

Lawrence Joseph Bowling

Jerrold Arthur Browne II

William Lawrence Bryant

Wayne Rydquest Buchanan

Jeffrey Scott Buehler

Glenn Craig Burkert

Richard Thomas Burton

James Edward Bussey IIT

Diosdado Tirol Cabrera

Raymond George Cardwell

John David Carpenter

William Thomas Carraher

John Edward Carroll

Philip Centonze

James Donald Chambers

Gary William Chappell

Raymond John Christian

Thomas Clay Christian

Patrick Edwin Clancy

Evan B. Clark

David Scott Cline

Thomas Joseph Coe

Matthew Scott Compton

Bruce Baldwin Connell

Brian Plerce Cost

Daniel Roland Cox

Carl Andrew Crampton

Michael John Cronin

Kenneth J. Guite

Scott Eugene Davis

Steven Morgan Day

James Wade Decker

Dennis Wayne Del Grossc

Stanford William Deno

William Fred Diaduk

Surran Drew Dilke

Paul Laurence Doherty

Gregory Jon Edge

Lon Norris Elledge

Jay Cranmer Ellis

Milton Hayden Ennis

‘James E. Evans

Eric Norman Fagerholm

Thomas Grant Falkensteln

Louis Marion Farrell

William Jay Fasel

David Eugene Ferg II

John Stahford Fetterolf JII

Erik Jorg Fiske

Patrick Eugene Flanagan

Douglas Edward Fluddy

Albert David Franzone

Alan Richard Freedman

James Franklin Freeman III

Joel Dennis Fujiwara

Robert Ellige Garrett

Harold Burton Gastler

Glenn Edward Gately

Pawl Richard Gauthier, Jr.

John Anthony Gentile *

Steven Bruce Gerke

Dennis Charles Gibbons

Scott Joseph Glover

John Kevin QGrady

Thomas Edward Graf
- Anthony Grande *

Approved For Release 2001/07/27 : CIA-RDP90-00735R000200150008-1




